IN THE MATTER OF APPLICATIONS )

32112 AND 32113 TO APPROPRIATE

WATER FROM AN UNDERGROUND SOURCE) RULING
IN COLD SPRING VALLEY, WASHOE ) _
COUNTY, NEVADA. )

INTRODUCTION

Applications 32112 and 32113 were filed by John B.
Evans to appropriate underground water in Cold Spring
valley.

In 1967 Water Resources - Reconnaissance Series Report
43, "Water - Resources Appraisal of the Warm Springs -
Lemmon Valley Area, Washoe County Nevada" by F. Eugene Rush
and Patrick A. Glancy was prepared cooperatively by the
Nevada Department of Conservation and Natural Resources and
the Geological Survey, U. $. Department of the Interior. &A
copy of this report may be viewed in the Office of the State
Engineer.

"FINDINGS OF FACT

I

Applications 32112 and 32113 were filed on June 17,
1977 .by John B. Evans. Each application is to appropriate
4.0 c.f.5. of underground water for irrigation and domestic
purposes. The point of diversion under Application 32112
is within Lot 10, Section 19, T.21N., R.18E., M.D.B.& M.
and the place of use is 53.97 acres within Lots 2 and 10 of
said Section 19. The point of diversion under Application
32113 is within the SW% SW%, Section 17, T.Z21N., R.18BE.,
M.D.B.& M. and the place of use is 10 acres within the SWk
Swkz SWk% of said Section 17. _/

IT

Cold Spring Valley was designated on January 18, 1977
by the State Engineer as a groundwater basin comlng under
the provisions of Chapter 534 NRS.

III

The perennial yield from the Cold Spring Valley ground-
water reservoir is estimated by the U. S. Geological Survey
to be 500 acre - feet of water per year.2/

iv

Permits have been issued in Cold Spring Valley which
could be developed to divert up to 960 acre ~ feet of under-

ground water per year.2/-—— - - - ——— -
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Y

Approximately 75 re51dent1al units are now served by
domestlc wells which require no permit to approprlate ground
water.4/ Additional residential units with domestic wells
may be installed on lots in existing subd1v1510ns.

-

VI

Applications to appropriate underground water in Cold.
Spring Valley have been denied on the grounds that their
granting would conflict with exlstlng water rlghts and be
detrlmental to the publlc interest.3/

CONCLUSIONS

1. The State Engineer has jurisdiotion of the parties
and the subject mater of this action.b/

.2, The State Englneer is prohlblted by law from grant—

lng a permit where: S :

A. There is no unapproprlated water at the ;
proposed source, Or ) -

B. The proposed use c0nf11cts w1th exlstlng
rlghts, or :

C. The proposedJuSe threaten51to_prove
detrimental to the public Welfare

3. Existing water rights for. ground water .in- Cold _
Spring Valley exceed the estimated perennial- yield for “the-
Cold Spring Valley ground water reservoir.

"To grant additional water rights under the subject

applications would conflict with existing rights .and threaten

to prove detrlmental to the public welfare.

4. The potentlal exists for additional development of
the Cold Spring Valley ground water reservoir. Continuing
urbanization of the area indicates pumpage will-increase.

To grant additional water rights from the Cold Spring
Valley ground water reservoir under the subject applications,
would overcommit  this limited natural resource, conflict with
existing rights, and threaten to prove detrimental to the
public welfare.

5. The State Engineer is authorized and directed to
designate preferred uses of water within designated ground
water areas such as Cold Spring Valley.e/ The consunptive
use of additional ground water to irrigate additional land
or to more intensively or frequently irrigate other land is
not considered to be a preferred use of the limited water
resources of the Cold Spring Valley ground water reservoir.



Appllcatlons 32112 and 32113
Ruling :
Page 3

RULING

Applications 32112 and 32113 are denied on the grounds
that the granting of water rights for additional ground water
development from the designated Cold Spring Valley basin would
conflict with existing rights and threaten to prove detrimen-
tal to the public welfare in this area where- apprOprlatlons

exceed estimates of perennlal yield. . ,;%mn*~hhhﬁ
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Dated this 25th day
of ___ october o 1977. 5
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